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A Letter to the Author of the Caſe of the Schedule. 


_ TY 

HE Anſwerer of the Third Letter about the Parlia- 

ment-Writ, finding himſelf concern'd in the Addendg 
of the Book before examin'd, deſires leave to make this Re- 

ply in this place: And the firſt thing he is oblig'd to take 


notice of, is the charge of miſ-repreſenting the Speech of 


that Member of Convocation, who gave an account of 


the Riſe of Schedules in England, from the uſe of them in Add. P.. 


the Council of Lateran. : 

Hie was preſent as is ſuppoſed when that Speech was 
made, and attended to it as carefully as he cou'd: That 
part of it about the Schedule ſeem'd new to him, and not 
true, as he had a little before obſerv'd, what he mention'd 


in his Anſwer to the Third Letter from the Council of Baſil ; 


which made him examine that Matter again, going away 
full of its having been affirm'd without any Reſtriction, 
that the uſe of Schedules firſt began in the Council of 
Lateran : Nor can he yet think that either his Apprehenſion 
or Memory, how weak ſoever in themſelves, fail'd him in 
this particular, in the obſervation of which ſo many others 
cConcurr'd with him. And he appeals to your own Con- 
ſcience, if you was the Speaker, whether any ſuch Limi- 
tation was put upon that Aſſertion as is now given in your 
Addenda, and whether you was then aware of the neceſſity 
of making it as you wou'd have your Reader believe you 
was before the Anſwerer took notice of it. 6 
You ſeem to deal much in Addenda, as indeed you have 
need of them, and you are careful to improve them to the 
beſt Advantage you can. For they ſhall explain away a 
ching peremptorily delivered upon a former occaſion, and 
et leave the Propoſition as it was, without the leaſt need 
of Comeeion. --: 1 : 
For juſt in this manner have you dealt, p. 9. with that 
Paſſage the Anſwerer cited from Dr. 4's Rights, Cc. When 
' they Adjourn'd, it was ſometimes their own Act, but of tner at the 
Command of the Arcb-Biſbop. This Power belong d to him of 
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you pleaſe ; but what is this to a Choice upon the foot of 


„ 


Courſe when the two Houſes were united, and he pr eſerv'd it af- 


ter they were ſeparated. Now, the only Word Iyable to Miſcon- 
feruction in this, is, you ſay, the Word OF COURSE which 


Seems to aſcribe to the Legat born an Original, whereas he had 


only a cuſtomary Right founded upon Uſurpation : And yet he 
ſays only that our Arch-Biſhops ere the Diviſion fully obtain d had 


of” Courſe a Power of Commanding or Directing the Adjournments 


of the Lower Body, not that he himſelf of Courſe by his own Act 
peremptorily Adjourn'd them. „„ . 

I perceive theſe words of Courſe like the word Often in the 
firſt Letter about the Parliament-Writ, came in a little un- 


_ luckily, and therefore they muſt be expounded away; as 


J will appeal to any one whether they be not ſo ſerved, 
comparing the firft Paſſage and this Comment together. 


And yet you ſay a little above that ir /o happens that Dr. A. 


fo ſtated it then, as he wou'd and muſt have done had he wrote 
ow. Let any Man judge whether, if this Matter was to 
be written now, we ſhou'd not have rhe Legat born, in- 
ftead of the Arch-Biſhop, and a Cuſtomary Right founded upon 
Uſurpation, inſtead of a Power that belonged to him of Courſe, 
and a Power of directing the Adjournments of the Lower Body, 


inſtead of their being Adjcurn d at the Command of the Arch 


Biſhop. For you have now brought it to this, and by what 


has been ſince written upon that Subject; there is reaſon to 


believe that Dr. A. thinks that Paſſage worded a great deal 


too high. ES 


And the Method which you take to make thoſe you 


write againſt, ſeem to be in the wrong, when in truth 


they are not; is much the ſame which you uſe to keep 
your ſelf as it were in the right, under all your Miſtakes. 
For thus have you dealt in the matter of the Reſummons up- 


on the Death of Arcb-Biſhop Marham: Having faid in your 


Book, That there was. no new Choice of Proctors upon it; 
You ſet your ſelf in your Addenda to avoid the Inftance of 
a. New Choice produced from the Regiſter of Lincoln, by 
informing the Anſwerer that new Proctors were choſen up- 
on the Death of old ones, or upon x Revocation of for- 


mer Proxys, to gratifie ſome other Perſon, or the like; 


Well, you ſhall have this paſs for News to the Anſwerer, if 


the 
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the Mandat, as that in the Dioceſs of Lincoln is ſaid to have 
been? Why you are not able to ſay what was, or was not in a 
particular Church ; but ſtill this might be a new Power only 
miſtaken for a New Choice. The Regiſter ſays, Dies aſſig- 
natus pro Proc. Cleri elegendis 98. Bedford. And the diſtin& 
Returns from the ſeveral Arch-Deaconries upon it are ſtill 
in being; which is, I hope, enough to clear the Anſwerer 
of miſtake in this Matter. And yet when you had only 
ſaid upon this Conjecture of your own, that perhaps he was 
miſtaken,you add preſently that there are ſeveral other Mi- 
ſtakes committed by this Writer on the ſame Head, and 
within the ſame Paragraph, which you forbear to exa- 
mine. He is ſorry that his Errors lie ſo thick, but hopes 
they are no greater, than that juſt mention'd, which you 
have taken ſuch pains to prove that perhaps it was one, and 
which he has proved that in Fact it was not. | 
But there is one thing you cannot let paſs, and that is 
the curtailing the Marginal Note upon Tonſtal's Regiſter, which 
with ſeeming Charity at leaſt, you hope was not deſignedly: 
However, you ſay it was ver) unluckily done. The words 
Continuata et pendente, &c. were left out partly for brevity, 
and partly becauſe the Ink of them was paler than the reſt, 
and the Anſwerer had mention'd the Note as written near 
the ſame time with the Mandat it ſelf, and he conceived 
that the words pendente iſta Convocatione at the beginning of 
the Note made the Repetition of them at the end needleſs, 
when they expreſs d only what he mention'd at large in 
that Letter. The State of this Convocation upon the 
 Arch-Biſhops's Death, was deſcribed in the Anſwerer's firſt 
Letter, by a New Summons, or rather Royal Continuation ; and 


in his Anſwer to the Third Letter, care was taken to let it 


appear that the New Summons went out after the Convo- 
cation had ſubſiſted ſome Months, by the King's Writ of 
Prorogation to the Guardians. So that the Anſwerer cou'd 
not be in the leaſt unwilling that this Convocation ſhou'd 
| ſtand as Continuata et pendens after the Arch-Biſhop's Death: 
Nor does he ſee that its being ſo doesin the leaft prejudice 
what he urged from this new Summons, in abatement of 
the late Objections againſt the Authority of the Arch- 
Biſhop, in calling and — Convocations. © 
„ FT. * 
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For the Anſwerer ſaid only that this Mandat was an Ar- 


gument, That the Clergy did not ſeem to think the 
Arch-Biſhop's Power in ſummoning and continuing the 


© Convocation, ſo purely Miniſterial as it had been repreſen- 
© ted of late; becauſe then they wou'd have had no ſcruple 
© of attending upon the bare Writ of Prorogation after 


P. 8. c. 2. the Arch-Biſhop's Death. You are pleaſed to leave 


out the word purely, which is juſt as fair as your re- 
preſenting a little above the Modern pretguce on the ſide of 
the Arch-Biſhop to be, that he Convocation ſubſiſts by his | 
Mandat, in contradiſtinction to the King's Writ; a chink” | 
that was never pretended, but only that it ſubſiſted by both, 
by one in Subordination to the other; ſo as that the want 
of the inferior Authority might juſtly occaſion a: doubt in 
thoſe that were to attend. | „ a” 
This was all the Uſe the Anſwerer made of the New 


Summons, and how odd ſoever you may pleaſe to call his 


Inference from it, you have ſaid nothing to ſhake it, but 
only thought fit to deny that there were any Scruples, or 
to aſcribe whatever there were to a quite contrary Cauſe. 


Add. P.6. The Clergy, you lay, had no Scruples, for the Caſe was plain: 


P. 7. 
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or if they had any, they were owing to the Notion of the Arch 


Biſhop's Miniſterial Power now obtaining ſince the Submiſſion, and 


their Knowledge of the Tenor of the Kings Writs of Summins and 
Prorogation, particularly the Writ of Prorogaticn upon which they 
nom attended, being the firſt of that kind that ever iſſued, and 
giving us further light into the reaſon of this New Summens from 
the Prior, &c. ſhall be tranſcribed entirely into theſe Papers. Then 
follows the Writ to Arch-Biſhop Warham ; at the end of 

which you call upon the Anſwerer to wiew it at bis leiſure, 
end conſider whether the Convocation cou d regularly reaſſemble at 


the time prefix d by it without a Re-ſummons : I ſuppoſe you 


mean from the. Crown, the ſame thing which you a little 
lower call, 4 New Order from the Crown ; which when it 
;/[ued, you lay, the Clergy neither cou'd have any Scruples, nor 
had they any, for they met, Feb. 5. and acted fer ſeveral Seſ- 
font, CC. © . | | A 
The Anſwerer has view'd this Writ which you Tran- 
{cribe, and conſider d what you ſay before and after it: He 


never pretended that the Clergy cou'd regularly reaſſemble 


after 


2 2 5 n | 
after Arch-Biſhop Warbam Death, without a new Order 
from the Crown, at leaſt no further than to expect ſome 
Order or other on the day of the laſt Prorogation, Nov. 
5. Which the third Letter, defended by you, ſays, was not 


2 meeting to ſit and act; but merely to receive the King's Writ of 


Prorogation, from Nov. 5. to Feb. 5. And you own in the 
words laſt before cited, that they met, Feb. 5. In Virtue of 
this Order: Which makes it a little amazing, that you 
| thou'd give us the Writ of Prorogation to Warbam, as that 
upon which the Clergy attended ; inftead of that to the 
Prior, Sc. the Writ upon which they met before the Man- 
dat went out. - Cs = 
The Anſwerer expreſly mentions this Writ of Proroga- 
tion to the Guardians, which was the only new Order from 
| the Crown that iſſued upon this occaſion, and he mentions 
it as recited in the new ſummons. ; and all that he pre- 
tended was, that the ſcruples which notwithſtanding re- 
_ main'd till the Prior's Mandat was ſent, ſeem'd to imply 
that the Doubting Clergy expected an entire new Eccleſi- 
aſtical Summons ; and that ſuch an Expectation imply'd, 
that they did not think the Arch- Biſhop's Power in calling 
and holding the Convocations, fo purely Mn as had 
been repreſcnted of late. And if the Clergy had theſe ſcru- 
ples after the new Order from the Crown went out, and 
theſe ſcruples were taken off. by a Mandat from the Prior, 
Oc. the Anſwerer's Inference will not prove to be fo odd as 
your: wayiot niaching in 
In Reply therefore to what you ſay of their having 20 
ſeruples, or ſuch only as aroſe particularly from their knowlege 
F the tenor of the King s Writ of Prorogation to Warham : The 
Anſwerer undertakes to make out, that they had ſcruples, 
and that theſe were not owing to their Attendance upon 
JJ | 
That they had ſcruples will be plain from the Tenor of 
the Prior's Mandat; which having recited the King's Writ 
to the Guardians to Prorogue, iſſued and accordingly Exe- 
cuted above three Months before, proceeds thus: Nos om- 
nia et fingula in ditto Brevi Regio contenta et ſpecificata, juxta ef 
fectum ejuſdem prout decet exequi volentes, et ut omnis Ambigui- 
tatis Scrupulus & occaſio de et ſuper Procuratoriis e 
8 Fg ræla- 
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Prælatorumq; et Cleri Cant. Provinciæ a preſenti Convocatione 


aliter Autoritate dicti Rev. Patris Inchoata celebrata et Conti- 


nuata Abſentium ad tunc exhibitis et aliis in iſta Convocatione 
actis et geſtis, et in poſterum agendis, tollatur & auferatur, Pa- 
ternitati veſtræ Rev. Committimus & Mandamus quatenus omnes, 


&c. Peremtorie Citari faciatis. Be pleaſed at your leiſure 


to view this Mandat, and conſider whether any thing can 
be plainer from it, than that the Clergy had ſcruples, that ma- 
ny of the ſeveral Orders did not come up to the Convoca- 
tion, Feb. 5. That the Proxys ſent by thoſe who ſhould 
have appear'd themſelves, had ambiguity in them, and that 
it was not thought expedient to leave the Proceedings of 
the Convocation upon this doubtful bottom. For this rea- 
ſon ſuch of the ſeveral Orders, as had their Names affixed 
to the Mandat, were premoniſhed to appear perſonally, (pro- 
| bably thoſe who came not up at the firſt) and the reſt of 
the Biſhops and Prelates by their ſufficient Proxys : And 
expreſs returns were to be made upon this Citation. 
Tou own this Mandat to have iſſued, Feb. xo. But will 
not allow it to have been for the ſatisfation of ſcruples, tho 
the Mandat it ſelf ſays ſo, becauſe the Convocation went on, 
and did not ſtand ſtill, till the returns were made. As if the 
going on of thoſe who were preſent, was a Proof that the 
Abſent had no ſcruples, or even that thoſe who were pre- 
ſent did not deſire to have more Authority added to their 
proceedings, by ſecuring the attendance of the whole Con- 
vocation. The Mandat intends to take off all ſcruple, de 
actis et geſtis, et in poſterum agendis, as well as de Procuratoriis 
Abſentium: But the Mandat it ſeems mutt not explain the 
deſign of its iſſuing ; you will inform us better, and have 
it be only fer the bringing up Powers to treat with the new Arch- 
Biſhop, when there ſeems to be nothing extraordinary in the 
Mandat to that purpoſe. The Perſons cited, are cited to 
appear, coram Archiepiſcopo qui pro tempore fuerit ſive ejus locum 
tenente, &c. & coram alio quocunq; nomine et jure Eccleſiæ Chri- 
fei Cant. aut alio jure quocunq; ad tunc præſentis Convocationis 
_ Preſidente, There is nothing in this but a general, and ve- 
ry natural Proviſion for their attending the Convocation, 
whoever ſhould of right be at the head of it: And the re- 
_ turns were actually made during the vacancy as you own 
„ . . upon 


upon the day prefix d in the Mandat, when thirteen Bi- 
ſhops cited were inſerted in the Acts of the day, and a Com- 
miſſion given, ad recipienda Certificatoria Epiſcoporum nondum 
„ 5 1 255 
This is abundantly enough to ſhew there were ſcruples, 
and that your Account of the Mandat's iſſuing upon ano- 
ther occaſion, excluſive of them, is very-inſufficient, if not 
very unſincere. Nor will it be harder to make it appear 
that you are as much to blame in ſaying, that if the Clergy 
had any ſcruples they were owing to their knowlege of the 
Tenor of that Writ of Prorogation particularly, on which 
they then attended, that is, as you ſay, the Writ of Proro- 
_ gation to Warham, which you therefore tranſcribe. 88 
For you muſt needs know, that they did not attend upon 
that Writ when the Priors Mandat went out: There had 
been as you know a Writ for Proroguing directed to the 
Guardians, and executed by them above a quarter of a year 
before, Nov. 5. And the Clergy that attended, Feb. 5. at- 
tended by Virtue of that Writ ſo Executed ; which was all 


the new Order that iſſued from the Crown, and the only 


Royal Authority that ſupported the Mandat which the 
Guardians ſent out, Feb. 10. upon a viſible non- attendance 
of a great part of the Clergy, Feb. 5. Mandatum poſt proro- 
gationem pracedentis Convocationis,1s the entry in Worceſter Re- 
giſter: So that whatever ſcruples the Clergy had, were 
e to the King's Writ to the Prior, &c. for Proro- 
guing and holding the Convocation; notwithſtanding you 
are pleaſed to ſay, they neither had, nor cou d have any, after 
this New Order went out.  _ 
This New Order, or Writ to the Guardians, Octob. 28. 
Lou ſhou'd have given us, inſtead of that to Arch-Biſhop 
Marbam, and upon comparing it with their Mandat, Feb. 
10. You ſhou'd have try'd, whether you cou'd with any 
colour have ſaid, that the Clergy had no ſcruples, or if 
they had any, they were owing particularly to their know- 
lege of the Tenor of the Writ of Prorogation to Warham, 
as that on which they at that time attended. 
If this be the effect of having all the Light in theſe 
matters to one's ſelf, the Anſwerer will be contented to re- 
main as wholly in the Dark as you repreſent him; And * 
e | LEE \ S. 


ns thinks ſuſpicion in many caſes a weakneſs, he can- 
not reckon it any imputation, to-ſhew a good deal of 
it, where there has been ſo much cauſe to ſuſpea, 
and ſuch ill management as to put it in the Power of 
one of the Anſwerer , Unskilfulneſs to lay open the Abuſe. 
He heartily wiſhes you may be ſo ſenſible: of it your 
ſelf, as not to ſwell theſe Diſputes to the obſcuring of 
the Truth, the wearying of thoſe who wou d fairly ex 
amin it, the trouble of all that are ſerious, and the plea- 
ſure only of ſuch as delight not in that which is Good. 
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